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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1 . Claims 4,1 5-1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Moscovitch (5,687,939). 

As to claim 4, Moscovitch teaches a dual computer display system (col. 1 , lines 4- 
6) comprising: 

a first computer display connected to a computer having a first image surface for 
displaying a first computer image (fig. 14, item 106, col. 6, lines 1-6); and 
a second computer display pivotably connected at a pivotable connection to the first 
computer display having a second image surface for displaying a second computer 
image and moveable about at least two generally orthogonal axes about the pivotable 
connection, wherein the second computer display can assume a lateral operating 
position in which the first and second computer displays are oriented laterally and the 
second image is viewable by a person viewing the first image, and wherein the 
pivotable connection connects one of the first computer display and the second 
computer display to a corner of the other one display (fig. 14, item 108, col. 6, lines 1-6). 

As to claim 15, Moscovitch teaches a computer display system (col. 1 , lines 4-6) 
comprising: 

a support member (figs. 4-5, items 12,20); 
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a support arm extending from the support member (figs. 4-5, item 18); and 
two computer displays pivotably connected to opposite ends of said support arm, each 
said computer display being pivotable about a respective pivot point between a first 
orientation, in which a first edge of each said display faces tile other display (figs. 3-4, 
items 12,14-16,18,20, col. 3, lines 13-20) and a second orientation, in which a second 
edge of each said display, adjacent said first edge, faces the other display, said pivot 
points being located such that the distance between said facing edges is substantially 
identical when said displays are in either of their respective first and second orientations 
(figs. 5-6, items 12,14-16,18,20, col. 3, lines 13-20). 

As to claim 16, Moscovitch teaches pivot points are equidistant from said first 
and second edges (figs. 3-6, items 14-16). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 7-8,19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moscovitch in view of Haneda et al. (5,900,848). 

As to claim 7, Moscovitch does not disclose second computer display is 
moveable between a vertical operating position in which the first and second computer 
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displays are oriented vertically and the second image is viewable by the person viewing 
the first image; the lateral operating position; and, an opposite position in which the 
second image is viewable by another person opposite the person viewing the first 
image. 

Haneda et al. teaches second computer display is moveable between a vertical 
operating position in which the first and second computer displays are oriented vertically 
and the second image is viewable by the person viewing the first image; the lateral 
operating position; and, an opposite position in which the second image is viewable by 
another person opposite the person viewing the first image (fig. 19a -19b, items 5-6, col. 
14, lines 32-42). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate teachings of Haneda et al. into Moscovitch system in order to 
enable smooth communications between people (col. 14, lines 29-31 in the Haneda et 
al. reference). 

As to claim 8, Haneda et al. teaches the second computer display is further 
moveable to a stored position in which the second image surface faces the first image 
surface (fig. 4, col. 3, lines 62-63). 

As to claim 19, Moscovitch teaches a dual computer display system (col. 1 , lines 
4-6) comprising: 

a first computer display connected to a computer having a first image surface for 
displaying a first computer image (fig. 14, item 106, col. 6, lines 1-6); and 
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a second computer display pivotably connected at a pivotable connection to the first 
computer display having a second image surface for displaying a second computer 
image and moveable about at least two generally orthogonal axes about the pivotable 
connection, wherein the second computer display can assume a lateral operating 
position in which the first and second computer displays are oriented laterally and the 
second image is viewable by a person viewing the first image, and wherein the 
pivotable connection connects one of the first computer display and the second 
computer display to a corner of the other one display (fig. 14, item 108, col. 6, lines 1-6). 

Moscovitch does not disclose second computer display is moveable between a 
vertical operating position in which the first and second computer displays are oriented 
vertically and the second image is viewable by the person viewing the first image; the 
lateral operating position; and, an opposite position in which the second image is 
viewable by another person opposite the person viewing the first image and the second 
computer display is further moveable to a stored position in which the second image 
surface faces the first image surface. 

Haneda et al. teaches second computer display is moveable between a vertical 
operating position in which the first and second computer displays are oriented vertically 
and the second image is viewable by the person viewing the first image; the lateral 
operating position; and, an opposite position in which the second image is viewable by 
another person opposite the person viewing the first image (fig. 19a -19b, items 5-6, col. 
14, lines 32-42), the second computer display is further moveable to a stored position in 
which the second image surface faces the first image surface (fig. 4, col. 3, lines 62-63). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate teachings of Haneda et al. into Moscovitch system in order to 
enable smooth communications between people (col. 14, lines 29-31 in the Haneda et 
al. reference). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 5, 9-14 are allowed. 

Relative to claim 5 the major difference between the teaching of the prior art of 
record (Moscovitch and Haneda et al.) and the instant invention is that the second 
image is viewable by a first person viewing the first image and a second operating 
position in which the second image is viewable by a second person opposite the first 
person viewing the first image, wherein at least one of the ends is extendable between 
a retracted configuration and an extended configuration, thereby varying the distance 
between the first and second computer displays. 

Claims 9-14 depend on claim 5. 

Telephone inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leonid Shapiro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7683. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 a.m. to 5 p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Hjerpe can be reached on 571-272-7691 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


12.11.08 
/L. S./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2629 
/Richard Hjerpe/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2629 


